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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to construct a new model named Communication
Consensus Value Weighted (CCVW) model based on inter-personal technical
communication within a project team, and to design F easibility Estimates Integrated
Terminal System (FEITS) which is a subsystem of R&D Project Planning
System/System Alternatives Feasibility Estimation System (RDPPL/SAFES) using
the model as a key function for feasibility estimation in that system. This new
model aims to integrate technical feasibility ¢stimated by several estimators in the
lowest level as the project work breakdown structure which is the indentical con-
ception of a terminal system in RDPPL. The process to obtain the feasibility es-

timate integrated is presented in this paper.
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Y, | .200.266.266.266 | .249.374.187. 187 | .14).173.347.347 | .333.222.222 222 | 299 .500.100. 100

Yio| . 342.299.288.128 | .410.376.136.076 | .201.222.339.183 | .507.232. 169. 091 | .463.440.061.034
-40.30.20.10 | Y, | .399.299.199.099 | .460.345.129.064 | .3 1.243.288. 144 | .599.200.133. 066 .516.387. 064 . 032
Yo | .199.233.266.299 | .274.335.183.206 | .1¢3.151.345.394 | .333.203.222.240 | .357. 447 .094 . 105

Yo | .128.228.299.342 | .175.286.250.286 | .0¢5.169.339.395 | .278.185.247.288 | .252.369.176 . 201
<10.20.30.40 | Y. | .099.199.299.399 | . 144.288.243.324 | 061 129.345.460 | .199.177.266. 355 .210.421.157.210
Yo [.299.266.233.199 | .369.302.176.151 | .241.216.288.252 | .529.176.156.137 | .461.338. 107.092

—_
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Y, | .320.320.179.179 | .392.392.107.107 | .243.243.256.256 | .490.251.129.129 | .451.451.048.048
.36.35.15.15 | Y, | .350.350.150.150 | .402.402.097.097 | .283.283.216.216 | .547.243.104.104 | .451.451.048.048
Y, | .216.216.283.283 | .305.305.194.194 | .144.144.355.355 | .364.186.224.224 | .400.400.100.100

Y, | .437.187.187.187 | .486.278.117.117 | .288.123.293.293 | .567.144.144 144 | .518.370.055.055
.70.10.10.10 | Y, | .700.100.100.100 | .767.109.061.061 | .605.086.153.153 | .840.053.053.063 | .823.117.029.029
Y, | .099.299.299.299 | .119.477.201.201 | .054.164.390.390 | .157.280.280.280 | .133.666.100.100

Y, | . 263.256.243.236 | .334.328.177.166 | .189.185.317.307 | .441.195.184.178 | .411.406.092.089
.27.26.24.23 1 Y, | .269.269.240.230 | .339.327.169.162 | .197.190.312.299 | .454.194.179.171 | .416.401.092.088
Y, | .243.246.253.256 | .314.320.181.183 | .172.174.324.327 | .415.191.195.197 | .394.405.099.100

Y, | .179.320.329.179 | .247.385.234.131 | .214.120.226.439 | .350.256.256.137 | .336.454.134.075
015.35.35.15 | Y, | .150.350.350. 150 | .191.447.251.107 | .251.107.192.447 | .284.294.294.126 | .240.560.140.060
Y, | .283.216.216.283 | .383.256.156.204 U146, 191,360,300 | . 495.155.155.194 | .506.293.086. 113

Y, {.320.1079.179.320 | .385.247.131.234 - .320.320.180.180 | .490.129.129.251 | .454.336.075.134
.35.15.15.351 Y, 1.350.150.150. 150 | .447.191.107.251 ~.320.320.180.180 | .547.104.104.243 | .560.240.060. 140
Y, |.216.283.283.216 | .255.383.203.155 .320.320.180.180 | .364.224.224.186 | .293.506.113.086

4

J 1

2 A3 e J 3 3 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 4 4 6 4 4 4 6 6 3 3

|HERgw N

¥, | 950,250,250 250 | .320.320.180.180 . 179.179.319.319 | .428.190.190.190 | .400.400.100. 100
.25.25.25.25 1 Y, | .250.250.250.250 | .320.320.180.180 .179.179.319.319 | .428.190.190.190 | .400.400.100. 100
Y. | .250.250.250.250 | .520.320. 180180 .179.179.319.319 | .428.190.190.190 | .400.400.100.100

Y, | .333.222.222.222 | .399.299.149. 148 . 230.153.307.307 . 166.166.166 | .461.334.076.076 :
L40.20.20.20 | Y, | .399.199.199. 199 | .484.242.136.136 .305.152.271.271 | .599.133.133.133 | .571.285.071.071
Y, | .200.266.266.266 | . 249,374 187087 130,173 347.347 | .333.222.222.222 | .299.500. 100. 100

o
(=]
>

Y, | 342.299.288.128 | .410.376.136.076 . 254.222.339.183 | .507.232.169.091 | .463.440.061.034
JA0.30.20.10 ] Y, 1. 399.299.199.099 | . 460.345.129.064 . 324.243 . 288. 144 | .599.200.133.066 | .516.387.064.032
Y, | .199.233.266.299 | .274.335.183.206 . 129.151.345.394 | .333.203.222.240 | .352.447.094.105

Y, | 128.228.299.342 | . 175.286.250.286 . 095.169.339.395 | .278.185.247.288 | .252.369.176.201
J10.20.30.40 | Y, | .099.199.299.399 | . 144.288.243.324 . 064.129.345.460 | .199.177.266.356 | .210.421.1567.210
Y, | .299.266.233.199 | .369.302.176. 151 . 243.216.288.252 | .529.176.166.137 | .461.338.107.0492

S S S— - - —

Y, 1.320.320.179.179 | 0 392.392.107. 107 . 243.243.256.256 | .490.251.129.129 | .451.451.048.048
.36.35.15.15 | Y, | .350.350.150. 150 | .402.402.097.097 .283.283.216.216 | .547.243.104.104 | .451.451.048.048
| Y, i .216.216.283.283 305,305,194, 194 . 144.144.355.355 | . 364.186.224.224 | .400.400.100. 100
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Y, | .140.060.400.400 | .651.116.116.116
.70.10.10.10 | Y, | .437.062.249.249 | .903.032.032.032
Y, | .022.068.454.454 | .210.263.263.263

312,392,242, 242 | .276.241.241. 241 | .449.449.000. 000
.643.091.132.132 | .456.181.181.181 | .874.124.000.000
044 185.364.364 | .051.316.316.316 | .124.874.000.000

Y, | .105.102.403.388 | .579.148.138.133
.27.26.24.23| Y, | .122.107.398.381 | .596.143.132.127
Y, | .093.095.404.406 | .554.147.148.149

.2:5.209.291.283 | .115.306.292.284 | .500.500.000.000
. 2.3.215.286.274 | .117.314.290.278 | .509.490.000. 000
107.198.299.303 | .105.290.299.304 | .490.509.000.000

Yo | . 084.150.508.257 | .513.193.193.098
015.35.35.15 | Y, | .060.140.560.240 | .413.241.241.103
Y, | . 134.103.349.412 | .660.106.106.126

.138.276.374.210 | .068.361.361.208 | .499.499.000.000
.1.2.286.413.177 | .059.387.387.165 ! .300.700.000.000
.2°1.188.225.334 | .116.263.263.355 | .700.300.000.000

Y, | .107.60 .269.562 | .609.095.095.199
.35.15.15.35 1 Y, | .139.059.240.559 | .682.073.073.170

.276.138.210.374 | .156.231.231.380 | .499.499.000.000
246,122,177 413 | . 162.193.193.451 | .700.300. 000 . 000

Y, | .074.097.436.390 | .485.177.177.108 ¢ .

146,221 .334.255 | .096.334,334.235 | .300.700.000.000

7%l Y,~types} Zo] pw,(pw,olofof sht, L
w2 etk webd pwiES A8 P

S48l Y-typee] HitE 2 K (1ol 24d
o,
5. & &

ot 2e A Bl ¥ ATE AR

74 shedh AgikelaleAl F M MEES
ff fehs B33 uldlA sled, A7Ate
Hofrhy AwdAelABRE MBEL AR, m&
TR, MERUE, mEAEETDE NEE
Mo AAs s, o|2re NEEE =%}
of % FHMES Baftsle J23 23s At
3ta, voprt o] ByS Tt R —E Ml
AR WEshs FEITSY AAE A=sigich
A F7HA] Euld Ao Fipfhfiel g #

pok e BB REE dol 3" RDP
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HA BALE =gk el Frc 7
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(Multi-Stage Communication Process) el &
o724 o)y Ry B U Mk W
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